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annals. India has never been revolutionary, but today they found
that the revolutionary spirit had crept into the minds of some Indians.
It would be a bad day for India when the forcible revolutionary
spirit gained a substantial footing, but he could not help saying that
Lord Elgin had sown the seed. If this had been confined to the stu-
dent world it would probably never grow in Indian soil, but he found
today that the merchant, who did not know a word of English, was
steeped in the new spirit with reference to the Asiatic Act. He did
not conceal from himself the fact that he had been instrumental in
educating his countrymen with reference to the act and its evil.
He felt proud of the fact that he had taken so much part in the
matter. But he coupled with the statement that his thoughts had been
their thoughts, and in expressing them he had, if anything, mod-
erated them. It was for this reason that he expressed the feeling that
Lord Elgin had put an undue strain on Indian loyalty by sanctioning
this Immigration Restriction Act. That act, to his mind, was a bar-
barous act. It was the savage act of a civilized Government, of a
Government that dared to call itself Christian. If Jesus Christ came to
Johannesburg and Pretoria and examined the hearts of General
Botha, General Smuts and the others, the speaker thought, Christ
would notice something strange, something quite strange to the
Christian spirit.
Gandhi recognized that in proceeding under the act, General
Smuts had selected those men who had been in the public eye, and
had not laid his hands on the poor people. And he had not the slight-
est doubt that if those men who had to appear before the magistrate
were imprisoned or deported, those who remained behind would be
firm in opposition to the Registration Act. This Registration Act
gave powers which would press hardly on the poor husbands. They
might be taken away from their families, and he instanced the case of
Naidu who had acted brilliantly throughout the campaign. He had
a wife and five children who had been in the colony for five years.
What was to happen if he were deported, and who was going to take
care of his wife and children? He could not find a single section in the
act which was to protect the families of those deported. What was it
the Government wanted to do? Why had they not the honesty to tell
the Indians they were not wanted in the country? And why this
indirect method of enforcing their power? He had called some sec-
tions of the act savage and he said they were only worthy of an

